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REMARKS 

Claims 1-10, 13, 14, 19,20,25, 26and31 are all the claims pending in the application. 

h Oaim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph 

A. The Examiner has rejected claims 1-10, 1 3, 19, 20, 25, 26 and 3 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, first paragraph as failing to comply with the written description requh^ent. In particular, 
the Examiner indicated that the feature of 'Svherein said backside portion of said baffle is 
provided with a reinforcemmt rib disposed inside of said first closed chamber" is not set forfli in 
the specification. Applicants respectMly disagree with the Examiner's position. 

hi particular. Applicants note that in the response filed on April 13, 2005, a replacement 
sheet for Fig. 1 was submitted that added reference characters for the backside portion of the 
baffle (labeled as element 1 08) and the reinforcement rib (labeled as element 109). In addition, 
Applicants note that the specification was amended in the response filed on April 13, 2005 to 
recite that as "shown in FIG. 1, the firont baffle 104 is provided with a recessed backside portion 
108 where the passive radiator diaphragm 103 is housed. A reinforcement rib 109 is provided on 
the backside portion 108 of the fiiont baffle 104." Further, Applicants note that because the 
backside portion of the baffle and the reinforcement rib were shown in Fig. 1 as originally filed, 
it is clear that no new matter was introduced by these changes. 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants respectfully submit that the specification supports 
the feature of "wherein said backside portion of said baffle is provided with a remforcement rib 
disposed inside of said first closed chamber", and therefore. Applicants submit that the claims 
comply with 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragr^h, 
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In view of the foregoing, Applicants kindly request that the above-noted rejection under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragnq)h be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

B. The Examiner has also rejected claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph as 
foiling to comply with the enablement requirement. In particular, the Examiner has indicated that 
the feature of an auxUiaiy baffle disposed between the baffle and the passive radiator unit, as 
recited in claim 2, is not described m the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to make and/oi use the invention. Hie Examiner has also indicated that this feature 
teaches away fiom appUcant's invention which discloses a speaker apparatus that does not need 
an auxiliary baffle like that shown in Fig. 22 of the present appUcation. Applicants respectfiilly 
disagree with the Examiner's position. 

In particular, with respect to the Examiner's comments regarding Fig. 22 of the present 
appUcation, Applicants note that Fig. 22 depicts a "sub-bafifle plate 1206", but does not depict an 
"auxiliary baffle". In this regard. Applicants note that Fig. 2 of the present application clearly 
depicts an "auxiliary bafHe 207", and that this "auxiUary baffle 207" is described in the 
specification at page 8, lines 10-15. 

Regarding the description at page 8, lines 10-15 of the specification, it is disclosed that 
the auxiliary baffle 207, which is attached to the fi:ont face of ftont baffle 204 forms, m 
collaboration with speaker unit 202, passive radiator diaphragm 203 and front baffle 204, a 
closed fix>nt chamber 206. 

hi view of the foregoing. Applicants respectfully submit that the feature of "an auxiliary 
baffle disposed between said baffle and said passive radiator unit, wherein said first closed 
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chamber is formed by said speaker imit, said passive radiator uiiit, said baffle and said auxiliary- 
baffle" is clearly described in the specification in such a way that one of ordinary skill in the art 
could make and/or use the invention, Further, Applicants respectftilly submit that the above- 
noted disclosure regardit>g the "auxiliary baffle" clearly shows that the feature of an "auxiliary 
baffle" does not teach av^y from £5)plicanfs invention. 

Based on the foregoing. Applicants kindly request that the above-noted rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

n. Conclusiou 

In view of the above, reconsidaation asd allo'wance of this implication are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby SQlicited. If any points i^ain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may best be resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at tiie telephone number listed below. 



KWF/dib 

Washington, D.C. 20006-1021 
Telephone (202) 721-8200 
Facsimile (202) 721-8250 
February 28, 2006 



Respectfully submitted. 



Osamu FUNAHASHI et al. 




KennediW. Fields 
Registration No. 52,430 
Attorney for Applicants 
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